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1/24/70 


Bear Tick, 


Your interesting memo on 309 arrived today. As you soy, it is 
preliminary, 3 c -’ll or;cit the rest. 

:,e era, of course, in basic agreement. I've felt frora the beginning 
tuot 399 was never used is passion, set about establishing this os 009t 1 could. 

V.n 1 ui scots r-d -idhier's N.O. test., 1 was satisfied actninr was gone tuet de 
and tne rifling uia not uc.ounfc for. 

But we differ on phote-interpretation. I sugr^st when you are here again 
ve examine it, if not by any otter neons, by having a new picture of it ta.:en for 

you, duplicating tao on for me (still anxious to tee woat they sent you-and 

no furtner word from Jofrn on thisor anything else). 1 think you have missed e 

very obvious things, but. I withhold it until after you have finished this, not to 

interfere with ?rur tainkiivi and the development of vour present at ion. 

I? you do not plan to* go into it L-iter, I thirk it xe an oversight not 
to od* rasa tne possibility of the flattening by other means (1 u^ve Uie photo 
pl 3 o, snowing tnL flattening. 'BovuM it nave bt-en accompli shea m a vice*, lor 
example. If only tc suy t-ore arc no otuer me^ns, I think: you enoulu go iato it. 

I dc not*. aacw tue neewer. 

•her^i you discuss the cotton batting, 1 think there are two things you 
sncul address: whether .or not tuo bullet is marked by it uuu wnetnor or net, v/ith 
euro, it can sll bs removed (or with chemicals). 

Bge inning ta> bet tor? of p*ge 5, 1 think this stuff is reel good. Sty 
own examination of toa bullet immediately persuaded me it had never hit anything 
hard oven on toe wrong end because tnere were no marks, but this i.s amateur stuff. 

I taink this business of the striae is persuasive. Also the powder. Can we take 
any kind of picture tast would' be definitive? 

Study of this copy o your Exhibit 2 convinces ne even more tUot more 
metal is missing. 1 anxLoucly *v®i thoir duplication of :ay :dcturac, as I’ve asked 
in writing. 

This copy accentuates tht? aoir-liko things et four o’clock in my picture. 
°an you explain it? 

In your consideration oi‘ lighting end shadow, to see how close to 90 
begree lighting I hsd, ttudy the transparent 3csle. It is only l/5mm from casting 
no shadow nt ell. I an cure he also had side lighting of some kind. Anyway, I believe 
if tne 12-3 oSclock peit o f the outer edge of waat you cell th- orator in my picture 
were, it would hov* th.f s^me tone as tue rest of it. -«».nd why do lv.m^s A and 3 neve 
different tones in Howard's picture? .. .Haris, 3bove, ooul be from packing in box. 

Th.? whole things gets more, not less fascinstijig. I a wait th a rest. 

Best, 




